New Mexico Historical Review
Volume 41

Number 3

Article 4

7-1-1966

Agitated, Personal, and Unsound . . .
Jane C. Sanchez

Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalrepository.unm.edu/nmhr

Recommended Citation
Sanchez, Jane C.. "Agitated, Personal, and Unsound . . .." New Mexico Historical Review 41, 3 (1966).
https://digitalrepository.unm.edu/nmhr/vol41/iss3/4

This Article is brought to you for free and open access by UNM Digital Repository. It has been accepted for
inclusion in New Mexico Historical Review by an authorized editor of UNM Digital Repository. For more information,
please contact amywinter@unm.edu, lsloane@salud.unm.edu, sarahrk@unm.edu.

217

"AGITATED, PERSONAL, AND UNSOUND . . ."

JANE C. SANCHEZ

NEW MEXICO Territory, 1867; confused, lawless, isolated; only
beginning to attract immigrants from the States-not traditional
hard-working pioneers, ,but homeless ex-Confederate and Union
soldiers, fortune hunters, land grabbers-anyone who wanted to
build a new life, a new identity. They carne, often, more like conquerors than settlers, frequently taking undue advantage of the
native population.
In 1866 President Johnson appointed ex-General Robert Byington Mitchell to govern this motley group as a reward for his services
to the Union in the battle of Chickamauga, Perryville, and Wilson's Creek. 1 Mitchell's reputation as a stern military commander
preceded him to New Mexico, and the people hoped he would
prove a strong governor. 2 But Mitchell was dogmatic, apparently
self-centered, an u~swerving Democrat who lacked the diplomacy
to govern the solidly Republican Territory without constant friction with the opposing political party. Thus Governor Mitchell
quickly became one of the most disliked men ever appointed to
territorial office. .
The antagonism between the Governor and the people exploded
into a no-holds-barred fight on December 31, 1867, when the
Legislature received the following message from Governor Mitchell
vetoing their joint memorial requesting Congress to amend the
Organic Act of the Territory to modify the Governor's absolute
veto.
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Executive Office
Santa Fe, N.M.
December 30, 1867
To the Presidents of the Council
and the House of Representatives.
Sirs.
In view of my public duties, I feel it my responsibility to return
to your Honorable Bodies, without my approval, a memorial to the
Congress of the United States passed by your respective Houses,
entreating that the provision in Section 3 of the Organic Act of this
Territory relative to the veto be abrogated.
The excited state of public mind in this Territory at present makes
it necessary that I put a stop to agitated, personal and unsound legislation, as manifested by your Bodies.
At some future time perhaps it might be expedient to consider
said provision; but to do so now would be, in my opinion, the destruc"
tion of the well-being of the Territory.
I have the honor of being
Your obedient servant
Robert B. Mitche1l3

The state of public mind was, as Governor Mitchell said,
agitated. The Legislature opened on a politically partisan note
when it upheld Territorial Secretary Heath's certification of the
election of Republican W. L. Rynerson, a former officer in Carleton's California Column, as Senator from Dona Ana County.
Samuel J. Jones, the Democratic candidate for that seat, held a
certificate of election properly signed by Probate Judge Lemon of
Dona Ana County. But after re-counting the Dona Ana County
votes, Secretary Heath declared Judge Lemon's certificate fraudulent, and claimed he was justified in certifying Colonel Rynerson
in place of Mr. Jones. 4
Secretary Heath's count of the votes may well have been correct.
But it was highly irregular, if not illegal, for the Secretary of the
Territory to sign a certificate of election to the Legislature. I) And
it was only after two days' careful consideration that the Legislature upheld Secretary Heath's certification of Rynerson. 6
But in spite of the Governor's reference to agitated, personal,
and unsound legislation, most of the business considered by Legis-
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lature Up to December 3 I, 1867, seems calm and sensible; and the
Legislative Assembly Papers tell us a great deal about life in territorial New Mexico. They contain a request to Congress for
enough troops and/or arms to protect outlying settlements from
marauding Indians; a request "not likely to be granted by a federal
government in the throes of post-Civil War reconstruction, but
necessary to the safety and development of the Territory. There is
a plea for a system of free public education, hardly a controversial
matter in a territory where the population was preponderantly illiterate and many of the people could not even speak English.
The Legislature's request for better mail service to and from the
States and extension of territorial mail routes to include San
Miguel and Mora Counties, which had no mail service in spite of
their growing population, reveals one of the most serious problems
faced by businessmen-and one of the biggest complaints of immigrants from the States and military stationed in the Territory.
Spurred by the blatant frauds in the 1867 election, the House
and Council passed a joint act providing for pre-registration of
voters, certainly a non-partisan step in the right direction. An act
amending the criminal code to forbid the carrying of deadly weapons except in self-defense appears, fortunately, not to have been
voted on. A joint resolution petitioning Governor Mitchell to pardon Nestor Garda, who had been sentenced to thirty stripes for
horse stealing, signals the end of corporal punishment in the
Territory.
There are three acts in the Legislative Assembly papers establishing a police and sanitary code for the city of Santa Fe, which
evoke a picture of a small frontier village rather than the capital of
a territory and cultural center of the Southwest. The "Police Regulations" act sets out rules for keeping streets. and sidewalks clean.
It forbids anyone to appear in public drunk, to use scandalous
words, or sing obscene songs in public, outlines minimum standards for residential area cleanliness, prohibits unauthorized excavations in public places, and provides for enforcement of the
Sunday Law.
The second special act for the city of Santa Fe requires all com-
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mercial establishments fronting on the main street, from its beginning on the west to the parroquia on the east, and those fronting on the plaza to display a light from dusk to dawn in order to
light the streets. The line for violation of this law was to be up to
live dollars for each night no light was displayed.
The third act forbids butchering within the limits of the city of
Santa Fe during the summer months. Picayunish as this act may
seem today, it was probably badly needed-the stink of large-scale
butchering in hot weather would have been unbearable, and flies
and other insects attracted to the bleeding carcasses and piles of
waste would have been a serious menace to public health.
It is true, however, that the Legislature passed some controversial
legislation before receiving Governor Mitchell's December 30th
letter disapproving its veto resolution. The most inflammatory was
a joint resolution presented by Colonel W. 1. Rynerson/ controversial Senator from Dona Ana County, requesting Congress to
remove the Chief Justice of the Territorial Supreme Court, Judge
John P. Slough. The Republican Legislature accused the Democratic Chief Justice ofmalfeasance in office: partisan and tyrannical
decisions, intimidation of jurors, public assault and cursing of important territorial officials, and drunkenness. 8
On learning of this resolution the temperamental Chief Justice
publicly cursed Colonel Rynerson, and the next day refused Rynerson's demand that he retract his words, even though Senator Rynerson reinforced his demand with a Colt revolver: Instead Judge
Slough reached toward his pocket; and Rynerson immediately
shot and killed the Chief Justice. Colonel Rynerson was charged
with the murder of Judge Slough, but unanimously acquitted some
three months later by a San Miguel County jury as having shot
in self-defense. 9
. If there was doubt as to the truth of Governor Mitchell's accusations before the Legislature received his veto message, there
was none after: As soon as the veto message was read, the enraged
Council rejected a motion "that the communication be returned to
Robt. B. Mitchell." Instead they appointed a committee to take it
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back, and recessed till the committee returned and reported that
the Governor had been found. 10
On January 2, 1868, after a two-day recess for New Year's, the
Diario del Consejo Legislativo notes "that the commission appointed to return to his Excellency his special message for lack of
an official signing, has the honor to report that his Excellency has
replied that when messages are officially headed they do not need
his official signature, and he is therefore returning the special message which he addressed to this body for its consideration." The
report was adopted.
.
On January 14, 1868, the Legislature passed a joint resolution
requesting Congress to remove Governor Mitchell: l l
Governor Mitchell assumed the duties of Executive of this Territory in August 1866. He immediately began partisan intervention
in the nomination and choice of the representatives to the Legislature. Said choice took place some few weeks after his arrival in this
Territory.
2nd. Before the meeting of the Legislature at the session of 1866
and 1867, Governor Mitchell, disregarding his duties and the interests of the people of New Mexico, left the Territory for Washington City, remaining absent from his post of duty throughout the whole
session of the Legislature. The functions of the Executive thereby
devolved upon the Secretary of the Territory, who discharged said
duties faithfully and to the satisfaction of the people.
Upon Governor Mitchell's return to New Mexico in late winter
or early spring 1867, he began an unauthorized and illegal removal
of the officials named by the former Secretary of the Territory and
interim Governor, the term of whose predecessors had expired by
law; and the legal appointment of whom by the interim Governor
had been confirmed· by the· Legislative Council in conformity. with
the law. . . .
2nd [sic, 3rd]. Clearly in violation of the law, he' [Governor
Mitchell] named [James] Russel Adjutant General in place of General [John] Gwin, qualified; in the same manner he named Epifanio
Vigil Auditor of Public Accounts in place of Don Anastacio Sandobal,
qualified; using the same method, he named Jesus H.Alarid Territorial Librarian in place of Trinidad Alarid, qualified, and C. P.
Clever Attorney General in place of Mr. Elkins, qualified.
4th. Governor Mitchell, ignoring the rights of the people of New
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Mexico, and under an assumption of power totally usurped (without
being delegated) and never before exercised by any Executive in the
United States, named a Delegate to the Fortieth (40th) Congress
of the United States while a canvass of v~tes for said Delegate was
in progress in this Territory.
5th. Governor Mitchell, before the last General Election here in
this Territory (September 2, 1867) established or authorized the
establishment of new precincts in counties of this Territory, by such
act assuming a prerogative belonging only to the Legislature.-A
power purely legislative in character-thus setting a dangerous example, and taking upon himself not only the executive, but also the
legislative authority, usurping the rights of the people of this Territory.
6th. Governor Mitchell, in direct violation of the laws of this
Territory, took upon himself the prerogative of giving a Certificate
of Election to one of the candidates for the Fortieth (40th) Congress
in the election hel~ here September 2nd last. When such duties belong directly to the Secretary of the Territory according to the law,
which has been in existence now for about a fifth of a century, having
been approved by Congress and in absolute force and effect.
7th. And, finally, governor Mitchell has daringly begun trampling
upon the rights guaranteed to the people of New Mexico to memorialize the Congress of the United States through the Legislature for
relief from our burdens or troubles-a right sacredly guaranteed to
American citizens by the Constitution of the United States-by disapproving such a memorial and refusing his affirmation of it. And
this tyranny is the more serious because the signature of the aforesaid Governor was refused on that memorial because its object was
to request Congress to modify a despotic power known only to
tyrants, although rarely exercised by them. That is: to obtain from
Congress such amendment to the Organic Act of this Territory that
Governor Mitchell cannot deprive or despoil it through the unlimited
power of the veto; thereby placing the free and loyal people of this
Terirtory, through their Legislature, not on an equal basis with the
majority, but with all of the territories in the Union: to take from
the Governor that power which allows him when he so desires t()
demolish the entire legislation of this Territory, even though all the
acts that were passed were by a majority of the voting members of the
Legislative Assembly. No patriotic man, no man who is not totally
imbued with the spirit of oppression and Executive tyranny can
desire that so much power rest in his hands as he of whom this
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Legislature complains in the Memorial requesting his removal. No
man who respects the people of whom he has Executive command
would want such power, and, therefore, we conclude that he who
does not desire this power is fit to govern a free people, and he who
desires it is neither fit nor capable to govern.
Your commission, therefore, has resolutely come to the following
conclusions: That the official career of Governor Robert B. Mitchell
has been so offensive and illegal in many of its facets as to make him,
among the masses of the people, almost an object of aversion instead
of their true friend. And that the time has entirely gone by when his
power for good existed among our people, when the occupation of
the Executive Chair can be considered an imposition upon our
people, those who ignore any crime by him should be punished.
Therefore your commission respectfully submits the following Joint
Resolution.
Resolved
That the exercise of an unauthorized and undelegated power, by
the illegal acts of the unwarranted assumption of legislative prerogatives, and by the attempt to deprive the people of New Mexico, of the
right to appeal through their Legislature to the Congress of the
United States for relief from their afflictions; Governor Robert B.
Mitchell has made himself unworthy of the Executive Chair of this
Territory, and this Legislative Assembly respectfully but indefatigably urges upon the President of the United States, the early, if not
immediate, removal of the Governor of New Mexico.
Resolved that the Secretary of this Territory be respectfully directed
to transmit a copy of the above said report and Resolution, attested
with the territorial seal, to his Excellency the President of the
United States, to the Secretary of State, to the p~esident of the commission on territories of the respective houses of Congress, and that
a copy be sent to the presiding officers in both houses of Congress.

In the days that followed, the Legislature dug more deeply into
many of the points covered in the Mitchell removal resolution. On
January 17, 1868, the Legislature appointed a joint commission to
look into the frauds committed in the September 2, 1867, election.
The report of this committee was accepted by the House on
January 27 and by the Council January 28. It first summarized
the situation, " . . . Two candidates contested before the people
in the last election for the position of Congressional Delegate
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from this Territory; one of them was Mr. Charles P. Clever [Democrat], the other Colonel Jose Francisco Chavez [Republican]. The
controversy was animated in the extreme, both parties doing all
they could to assure the success of their respective candidates. As
is not unusual in such cases, the frauds committed were attributable to both sides. . . ."12
.
The committee reported that examination of the actual election returns showed "that many of the serious frauds being complained of were committed and that [they were] of such character as to actually endanger the validity of the election. . . ." The
people of the Territory were being represented in Congress "by a
person having a minority of votes cast rather than a majority."
This representative was, of course, Charles P. Clever, the Democrat
whose election certificate Governor Mitchell signed over the objections of the Secretary of the Territory, Herman H. Heath/ 3
who was the person legally empowered to issue certificates of election to Delegates to Congress,14 in spite of the fact, as stated in the
Mitchell removal resolution, that an election contest for this seat
was in progress.
The report gives a detailed analysis of votes from the counties
in which the commission believed frauds had been perpetrated by
the Democrats. Although, aside from the vague reference to frauds
on both sides, it makes no mention of what the Republicans undoubtedly did, it reveals the blatant methods used by territorial
politicians to "elect" their candidates.
.
The committee charged that there were fifteen precincts in Rio
Arriba County, the last numbered sixteen, there being no number
fifteen. The poll books and ballots from Precinct 14, thought to
have been a Chavez precinct, had disappeared. In Precinct 16
(Tierra Amarilla) there had been 37 votes in 1866. In 1867, there
was a total of 464 for Delegate (452 for Clever, 12 for Chavez),
364 for representatives to the Legislature, but only 75 for justices
of the peace and 41 for constables. Since the names of the candidates were all printed on the same ballot, this wide difference in
number of votes cast for major and minor offices seemed strange,
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and the committee felt the total legal vote cast was 75-Chavez
trailing with 12 votes to 62 for Clever.
The report charged that the election returns from Mora County
had been transmitted from the various precincts to the Territorial
Secretary illegally, through the hands of Clever partisans from
Fort Union, rather than by especial messenger of the probate
judge, as was required by law. They claimed to have convincing
proof that the returns of at least some of those precincts had been
altered. The returns from Precinct 11 (La Junta) indicated a
larger number of votes returned than were actually cast. The report continued that, excluding the military reservation of Fort
Union, this was a small precinct of from two to five hundred
voters. From what the committee could discover, it appeared that
government carts and wagons driven by government employees
were used all election. day to take voters from Fort Union to the
voting precincts. The poll book of Precinct 1 I was a simple list of
names with nothing to indicate its purpose-not even the names
of the candidates for whom the people on the list professed to have
voted. Only on the certificates of the election officials did the candidates' names appear-and the handwriting and ink on these
certificates was entirely different from that with which the list was
written.
. In 1865, the report continued, the vote in Precinct I I was 353.
In 1867 it increased to 643; there was no special cause for such an
increase. 643 votes were cast for Delegate, but only 514 for minor
officials. One of the election judges from that precinct asserted
there were only 543 or 544 votes cast for Delegate. Of the 643
votes reported, 638 were for Clever, and only five for Chavez. The
cominittee found this quite remarkable, since the justices of the
peace and constables on the Chavez ticket had each received
68 votes. It was obvious to the commission that some one hundred
votes, or the names of a hundred persons, real or imaginary, had
been added to the poll book as having voted for Mr. Clever, and
it appeared that many nonresidents from passing freight wagons
and the military post had voted illegally.
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The report next covered Precinct 12 (Santa Clara), Mora
County. This precinct had been established only a year before the
election in question. In the first election held there, only 35 ballots
were cast. In the election of 1867, this precinct reported 209 votes
for Delegate-190 for Charles P. Clever and 19 for Francisco
Chavez. "Such a considerable difference in the vote in the short
period of little more than four months certainly leads one to the
conviction that this difference is not legitimate, for no earthly
reason existed for any considerable gain, any gain, in population
in that precinct . . . " The committee stated that there was
evidence that a large number of fictitious names had been added
to the poll book, that informed people acquainted with the population of that precinct and with the names of most of the residents
there declared that there were no more than 45-50 residents among
the 209 names listed. The number of votes cast for justice of the
peace and constable was only 67-a difference of 142 votes. Legally
there were only twelve precincts in Mora County, but voting
took place in a thirteenth. In Precinct 13, established by the Governor himself, or with his permission, there were 77 votes- 60 for
Clever, 17 for Chavez.
According to the report; similar frauds were committed in
Socorro County, where Governor Mitchell had established two
precincts, and in Rio Arriba County. But the method used in Dona
Ana County appears to have varied somewhat. In that county, Probate Judge Lemon, who, the committee states, was himself a candidate for re-election, crossed off the poll books (in red ink)
enough Republican votes to change Chavez' majority of 140 votes
to a minority of 144. When Secretary Heath declared these votes
legal and added them to the Dona Ana County totals, Chavez
recouped his majority and W. L. Rynerson won the Council seat
instead of Democrat Samuel J. Jones.
The report upholds Secretary Heath's vote count and concludes:
. . . Your Commission, therefore, after having made a complete
and dispassionate investigation of the last Election and the frauds
and irregularities committed in the same, can only arrive at the conclusion that Colonel Jose Francisco Chavez was duly elected on
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September 2nd last as Delegate to the 40th Congress instead of
C. P. Clever, the former having received a majority of the votes
cast, and the latter a minority of those cast, and we respectfully submit the following manifest of what we find to be the true count of
the votes in the respective counties of the Territory; even counting
the uncontested votes returned in Mora County for Mr. Clever,
which, in our opinion, should have been, as previously shown, discounted in the examination. 15

The manifest referred to above lists the re-count of votes by
counties,. and gives the final totals as 8,787 for Chavez and 7,495
for Clever-giving Francisco Chavez a majority of 1,292. Almost
a year later, February 16, 1869, the Santa Fe weekly New Mexican
published a telegram from J. Francisco Chavez in Washington,
D.C. "[Congressional] Committee reported unanimously for me;
will have my seat Saturday."
The Legislature had not yet approved the election frauds report when they appointed a special commission headed by Senator
W. L. Rynerson, who had just been released from jail on $20,000
bond to appear for trial for the murder of Judge Slough/ 6 to investigate "certain papers called Territorial reports." The committee's report, dated January 27, 1868, is bitterly critical of Governor Mitchell's replacement of acting Governor W. F. M. Amy's
appointments to office during Mitchell's absence in Washington.
None of the officials submitting the reports, the commission
found, were the ones confirmed by the Legislature of 1866. Even
had the men been nominated in the proper and legal manner, the
Legislature had been in session some fifty-four days, and Governor Mitchell had not yet submitted their names for confirmation
"without which no territorial official can have a legal existence."
These officials had been illegally appointed by Governor Mitchell
"without one iota of authority in the law, purely to satisfy the
ambition of his political friends; and to have persons at his side
whom he can govern according to his desires, and who go along
with his political views."
The commission refused to recognize territorial officials appointed "by the usurped, unguaranteed, and illegal authority of
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Gov. R. B. Mitchell, who believes himself superior to the laws of
this country, and to the guarantees that the Federal Government
concedes to all free men; who pretends to be the reformer of New
Mexico . . . ;" the man who deserted his executive seat for his
personal speculative and promotional projects, etc. 17
Governor Mitchell had not presented the names of his appointees to territorial office to the Council for approval. On the
contrary, on January 17, 1868, he addressed a message to Antonio
Sandoval, President of the Council, reinforcing his stand in removing Secretary Amy's officials and reappointing others with a letter,
which he enclosed with his own, from Henry Stanbery, Attorney
General of the United States, to Secretary of State William Seward
dated March 12, 1867," . . . I am of the opinion that Mr. Amy
is not legally competent to discharge the duties of Secretary of
the Territory of New Mexico; or to discharge the duties of Governor in the absence of the Governor. His term as Secretary was
limited to four years, and it appears from the facts presented to
me that his term of office began in February I 863, and, consequently, ended in the month of February 1867. In the case of
the Secretary, the law does not provide for the extension of his term
until the appointment and qualification of his successor as it does
in the case of the Governor . . ."18
Mitchell discusses the Attorney General's letter at length, and
reiterating his opinion that his removal of Amy's officials had been
in the best public interest. He then states, "I am compeled [sic]
to say-with due respect to the wishes of your honorable body that
you must permit me to select the time most convenient for myself, to send to your honorable body, such names of competent
gentlemen, to fill the Territorial offices as I may deem fit and appropriate. I will assure your honorable body, however, that before
your final adjournment, I will endeavor to perform that important
official duty, in accordance with the laws governing such cases."19
The Council Journal, January 23, 1868, records the opinion of
the Judiciary Committee on the Mitchell and Stanbery lettersSecretary Amy had made the appointments to territorial office in
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December 1866; therefore, the statement in United States Attorney General Stanbery's opinion that Amy's term ended in
February 1867 was final proof that Secretary Amy was still legally
empowered to act at the time he made the appointments.
On January 30, 1868, the House and Council took a parting
slap at the Governor by passing a joint resolution "that all the
laws not approved by his Excellency Governor Robt. B. Mitchell
before the final adjournment of the Legislative Assembly, be sent
to the Congress of the United States for approval. . . ."20
On August 1 I, 1868, the Santa Fe weekly New Mexican
triumphantly announced that the legislative memorial limiting
the Governor's veto had passed Congress. Six months later,
February 9, 1869, the Santa Fe Daily New Mexican carried a short
notice: "Governor Mitchell having left the Territory without
leave of absence, thereby abandoning the Gubernatorial chair,
Gen'l Heath becomes, under the law, acting Governor of the
Territory. Mitchell left here on the 4th instant, in a two-wheeled
coach, for the States- it is supposed."21

NOTES
I. Ralph Emerson Twitchell, Leading Facts of New Mexico History
(reprinted, Albuquerque, 1963) Vol. 2, pp. 410-1 I, n.336.
2. Santa Fe weekly New Mexican February 16-August 1 I, 1866,
passim.
3. In Paper of the Territorial Secretary, Legislative Assembly Papers.
State Records Center and Archives, Santa Fe (cited hereinafter as SRC),
and Zimmerman Library, University of New Mexico. Translated here from
a Spanish translation. Dr. Myra Ellen Jenkins, Senior Archivist of the
State Records Center, states that the official copy of the Assembly papers
was the one kept by the Secretary of the Territory, now at the Records
Center. A duplicate handwritten copy having the signatures of officials
of the respective legislative houses is in the Zimmerman Library. The
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records of the Legislature of 1867-68 were in Spanish originally (W. L.
Rynerson was the only Anglo in the Council, and there were only one or
two Anglos in the House). Material from Governor Mitchell, who did not
write Spanish, was translated for the benefit of the legislators. Translations
used in this study have been prepared by the writer.
4. Diario del Consejo Legislativo, 1865?O, p. 246, SRC, Translation.
Also Santa Fe weekly Gazette, December 7, 1867.
5. Edward L. Bartlett, Charles W. Greene, and Santiago Valdez,
Commissioners, Compiled Laws of New Mexico 1884 (Santa Fe, 1885)
p. 570, pars. I I 47-48, p. 572, pars. I I 53, I I 55. The above paragraphs
refer back to Compiled Laws of New Mexico 1865, ch. 63, pars. 27-8, 32,
34·
6. Diario, pp. 244,256:
7· Ibid., pp. 274-75·
8. Assembly Papers.
9. San Miguel County Docket Book, 1866-68, case no. 159, Territory of New Mexico vs. William L. Rynerson.
10. Diario, pp. 307-09. Translation.
11. Assembly Papers. Translation.
12. Ibid. Translation.
13. Executive Records, vol. 2, p. 2, SRC, September 20th 1867. ''The
Governor this day issued a certificate of election to C. P. Clever, Esq. as
Delegate elect to Congress from this Territory [to this certificate the
Secretary protested]." The square brackets above were used in the original text of this quote.
14· Compiled Laws of New Mexico 1884, p. 572, par. I I 53 referring
back to Compiled Laws 1865, p. 63, par. 32.
15. Legislative Assembly Papers. Translation.
16. Santa Fe weekly Gazette, January 25, 1868.
17. Legislative Assembly Papers. Translation.
18. Ibid. The copy of this letter in the Assembly Papers is in Spanish,
but obviously is a translation from the original English.
19. Ibid. This is the only paper from which I have taken a direct
quote in English.
.
20. Ibid. Translation.·
21. Executive Records, vol. 2, p. 29, February 5, 1869. "Governor Robert B. Mitchell having left the Territory under a leave of absence for
sixty days, commencing Dec. lIth 1868, and ending Feb'y 11th 1869
within seven days of expiration of said leave. I hereby assume the executive duties in this Territory. H. H. Heath."

